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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 97-7096
ROBERT DALE STRI CKLER,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
SHERI FF MCCABE, Norfolk City Jail; MAJOR

CAMACHO, Chief Corrections Oficer, Norfolk
City Jail; CAPTAIN KOCEJA, Assistant Correc-
tions Oficer, Norfolk City Jail; CAPTAIN
STOCKS, Chief Records Oficer, Norfolk Cty
Jail ; LI EUTENANT  BLUNT, Team Commmander,
Norfolk City Jail; SERGEANT WHI TE, Assi stant
Team Commander, Norfolk City Jail; DEPUTY
ORTI Z, Fl oor Deputy, Fl oor Supervisor, Norfolk
City Jail; DEPUTY WALSH, Law Library Super-
visor, Norfolk Cty Jail; MR CRADCCK, Chi ef
Classification Oficer Norfolk Cty Jail;
MARLO COPELAND, Supervisor, Inmate Funds,
| nmat e Cant een; SHERI FF NEWHART, Chesapeake
City Jail; CAPTAI N CHESSOM Chi ef Correctional
O ficer; SERGEANT HOEKLI NE, Dayshi ft Sergeant;
DEPUTY M LAN, Floor Deputy; DEPUTY DUNN;
SERGEANT KI RBY, Dayshift Sergeant; MR KITE,
Chief Cassification, Chesapeake City Jail
RON ANGELONE, Director, Departnent of Correc-
tions; PATRI CK GURNEY, Manager, Cl assification
and Research, DOC, LINDA PITTMAN, Chairman
Vi rgi ni a Parol e Board; GEORCGE ALLEN, Governor;
JOHN R. DEWAN, Superintendent, Western Tide-
wat er Regional Jail (WT.R J.); CAPTAI N FAULK,
Chief of Security, WT.R J.; MR ELLEY, Law
Li brary Supervisor, WT.R J.; MR WESTM NI S
TER, Head of the Medi cal Departnent, WT.R J.;
M KE DI STEL, Chief Cdassification Oficer,
WT.R J.,

Def endants - Appel | ees.



Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Norfolk. J. Calvitt Clarke, Jr., Senior
District Judge. (CA-97-126-2)

Submitted: April 16, 1998 Deci ded: April 29, 1998

Bef ore WLKINS and HAM LTON, Circuit Judges, and PHI LLIPS, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Robert Dale Strickler, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Robert Dale Strickler appeals the district court's order dis-
m ssing his 42 U.S.C. 8§ 1983 (1994) conpl ai nt wi t hout prejudice for
failure to exhaust admnistrative renedies. The district court
properly required exhaustion of adm nistrative renmedi es under 42
US CA 8 1997e(a) (West Supp. 1997). Because Appellant did not
denonstrate to the district court that he had exhausted adm ni stra-
tive renmedi es or that such renedi es were not avail able, the court's
di sm ssal of the action wi thout prejudice was not an abuse of dis-
cretion. We note that Strickler's claimseekingtransfer to a state
facility is not subject to the exhaustion requirenment of § 1997e as
it involves a condition of confinenent. Nonethel ess, we concl ude
that the claim was properly dism ssed because Strickler has no

liberty interest in such transfer. See Sandin v. Conner, 515 U. S.

472 (1995). We therefore affirmthe district court's order. W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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